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2372 

ELECTROSURGICAL RETURN ELECTRODE MONITOR 

BACKGROUND 

Technical Field 

This application relates to an apparatus and method for determining the probability of 
patient burn during electrosurgery, and more particularly to determining the probability of 
patient burn under a return electrode in a monopolar electrosurgical system. 

Background of Related Art 

^ — 

Jj During electrosurgery, a source or active electrode delivers energy, such as radio 

ui 

fl frequency energy, to the patient and a return electrode carries the current back to the 

□ electrosurgical generator. Li monopolar electrosurgery, the source electrode is typically 

vO the hand-held instrument placed by the surgeon at the surgical site and the high current 

density flow at this electrode creates the desired surgical effect of cutting or coagulating 
^ tissue. The patient return electrode is placed at a remote site from the source electrode 

^ and is typically in the form of a pad adhesively adhered to the patient. 

The return electrode has a large patient contact surface area to minimize heating 
at that site since the smaller the surface area, the greater the current density and the 
greater the intensity of the heat. That is, the area of the return electrode that is adhered to 
the patient is important because it is the current density of the electrical signal that heats 
the tissue. A larger surface contact area is desirable to reduce heat intensity. Return 
electrodes are sized based on assumptions of the maximum current seen in surgery and the 
duty cycle (the percentage of time the generator is on) during the procedure. The first 
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types of return electrodes were in the form of large metal plates covered with conductive 
jelly. Later, adhesive electrodes were developed with a single metal foil covered with 
conductive jelly or conductive adhesive. However, one problem with these adhesive 
electrodes was that if a portion peeled from the patient, the contact area of the electrode 
with the patient decreased, thereby increasing the current density at the adhered portion 
and in turn increasing the heat applied to the tissue. This risked burning the patients in the 
area under the adhered portion of the return electrode if the tissue was heated beyond the 
point where the circulation could cool the skin. 

To address this problem, split return electrodes and hardware circuits, genetically 
called Return Electrode Contact Quality Monitors (RECQMs), were developed. These 
split electrodes consist of two separate conductive foils. The hardware circuit uses an AC 
signal between the two electrode halves to measure the impedance therebetween. This 
impedance measurement is indicative of how well the return electrode is adhered to the 
patient since the impedance between the two halves is directly related to the area of 
patient contact. That is, if the electrode begins to peel from the patient, the impedance 
increases since the contact area of the electrode decreases. Current RECQMs are 
designed to sense this change in impedance so that when the percentage increase in 
impedance exceeds a predetermined value or the measured impedance exceeds a threshold 
level, the electrosurgical generator is shut down to reduce the chances of burning the 
patient 

Although monitoring circuits in present use are effective, they do not take into 
account the amount of time the current is being delivered. As new surgical procedures 
continue to be developed that utilize higher current and higher duty cycles, increased 



heating of tissue under the return electrode will occur. It would therefore be 
advantageous to design a monitoring circuit which would also factor in the amount of time 
the current is being delivered in determining the probability of a patient burn. Based on 
this probability determination, an alarm signal can be generated or power supplied from 
the generator can be shut off. 

U.S. Patent No. 4,657,015 discloses a control device for cutting ofFhigh frequency 
current during electrosurgery if the heat buildup in the body tissue exceeds a 
predetermined value. In the '0 15 patent, a control electrode is affixed to the body spaced 
from the active electrode and separate from the neutral (return) electrode. The control 
electrode is designed to pick up the voltage existing on the body. The voltage signal is 
squared, integrated over time and compared to a reference voltage. The high frequency 
generator is turned off if the voltage value exceeds the reference voltage. The '015 patent 
does not effectively measure heating under the return electrode since the measurements 
are calculated by a separate control electrode. The ' 105 patent even states that the 
effective surface area of the neutral electrode is not a factor in the heat calculations. Also, 
the amount of time the energy is being applied is not a factor in the heat calculations. 
Additionally, the '015 patent uses voltage measurement to determine overheating of 
tissue. It is currently believed by the inventors of this application that current measurement 
provides a more accurate parameter because voltage values actually measure the ability to 
transfer energy through the tissue while current values measure actual heating of the 
tissue. 

U.S. Patent No. 4,741,334 discloses a control circuit intended to reduce burning of 
tissue. As in the '015 patent, a separate control electrode is provided to determine the 



body voltage. The control electrode is spaced from the neutral electrode and functions to 
detect a high frequency body surface voltage. The body surface voltage is converted into 
dc voltage by a converter and inputted to a comparator for comparison to a reference 
voltage. The generator is turned off if the body voltage exceeds the reference voltage. 
The '015 patent also discloses a monitor circuit for testing whether the neutral electrode is 
in good contact with the body surface of the patient. A comparator compares the body 
surface voltage detected by the control electrode with a reference voltage derived from the 
operational voltage of the surgical device. An audible signal is produced when these 
voltage values reach a predetermined ratio. Similar to the '015 patent, the '334 patent 
requires an additional electrode, measures voltage instead of current to determine 
overheating, and does not factor in the amount of time the high frequency energy is being 
applied. 

As noted above, it would be advantageous to provide a monitoring circuit which 
effectively determines the probability of overheating tissue, i.e. the probability of patient 
burn, by measuring current and factoring in the time period of energy delivery of energy. 

Summary 

The present disclosure provides a method for determining the probability of a 
patient burn under a return electrode in a monopolar electrosurgical system comprising 
calculating a heating factor adjacent the return electrode utilizing a first algorithm, 
calculating a cooling factor adjacent the return electrode utilizing a second algorithm, 



subtracting the calculated cooling factor from the calculated heating factor to obtain a 
difference value, comparing the difference value to a threshold value, and adjusting the 
power dependent on the relationship of the difference value to the threshold value. 

The step of calculating the cooling factor preferably comprises the steps of 
calculating the off time of the output current to obtain an off time value and multiplying 
the off time value by a first constant indicative the body's ability to remove heat. The step 
of calculating the heating factor preferably comprises the steps of multiplying the square of 
the output current by a second constant indicative of the measured impedance at the return 
electrode, the second constant being representative of the adherence of the return 
electrode to the patient, and multiplying the product by the on time value of the output. 

The method preferably comprises the step of generating an alarm if the difference 
value exceeds the threshold value. The step of adjusting the power includes the step of 
shutting off the power if the difference value exceeds a second threshold value ( a 
predetermined value) and reducing the power if the difference value is below the second 
threshold value. 

The present disclosure also provides a method for determining the probability of a 
patient burn in a monopolar electrosurgical system comprising calculating a heating factor 
adjacent the*return electrode utilizing a first algorithm, calculating a cooling factor 
adjacent the return electrode utilizing a second algorithm, subtracting the calculated 
cooling factor from the calculated heating factor to obtain a difference value, comparing 
the difference value to a threshold value, and generating a warning signal if the difference 
value exceeds the predetermined value. 



The first algorithm includes multiplying a current value, obtained by squaring the 
measured output current, by a constant indicative of the measured impedance at the return 
electrode and by the on time value of the output current. The second algorithm includes 
multiplying the off time of the output current by a constant indicative by the ability of the 
body to remove heat. 

The present disclosure further provides an electrosurgical generator for use in a 
monopolar electrosurgical system having an electrosurgical tool for treating tissue, a 
return electrode, and an impedance sensor in electrical communication with the return 
electrode to measure impedance of the return electrode. The electrosurgical generator 
comprises a current sensor for measuring the output current delivered by the generator 
and a microprocessor electrically connected to the current sensor and the impedance 
sensor for calculating the heating factor and cooling factor under the return electrode 
wherein the calculation of the heating factor is based at least in part on the measured 
output current. The generator also includes a controller electrically connected to the 
microprocessor for adjusting the power supply of the generator in response to the 
relationship of the calculated heating and cooling factors. The microprocessor includes a 
first algorithm for calculating the heating factor and a second algorithm for calculating the 
cooling factor. The first algorithm is defined as: 

KhI 2 ton 

wherein Kh is the constant related to the contact impedance in Ohms of the return 
electrode, I is the square of the output current in milliamps and U is the time in seconds 
that the output current is delivered. 
The second algorithm is defined as: 



Kh toff 

wherein Kh is the constant representative of the time it takes for the body to cool down 
in degrees per minute and W is the time in seconds that the output current is not being 
delivered. 

The microprocessor also includes an algorithm for subtracting the cooling factor 
from the heating factor to calculate a difference value, and the generator further comprises 
a comparator electrically connected to the microprocessor for comparing the difference 
value to a threshold value. The comparator is electrically connected to a controller to 
generate a first signal indicative of the relationship of the difference value and the 
threshold value. An alarm is electrically connected to the comparator for generating a 
warning signal if the difference value exceeds the threshold value by a predetermined 
amount. The controller generates a shut off signal to terminate power if the difference 
value exceeds a predetermined value (the second threshold), the predetermined value 
being greater than the threshold value, and the controller generates a second signal to 
reduce the power if the difference value exceeds the threshold value, but is less than the 
predetermined value. 

Detailed Description of the Drawing s 

Preferred embodiments of the present disclosure are described herein with 
reference to the drawings wherein: 

FIG. 1 is a schematic illustration of a monopolar electrosurgcial system; 
FIG. 2 is a schematic block diagram of the electrosurgical system for determining 
the probability of patient burn; and 



FIG. 3 is a flow diagram showing the steps followed for calculating the probability 
of patient burn and for controlling the output current. 

Detailed Description of the Preferred Embodiments 

Figure 1 is a schematic illustration of a monopolar electrosurgical system. The 
surgical instrument for treating tissue at the surgical site is designated by reference 
numeral 11. Electrosurgical energy is supplied to instrument 1 1 by generator 10 via cable 
18 to cut, coagulate, etc. tissue. A return electrode, designated by reference numeral 14, 
is shown placed under the patient to return the energy from the patient back to the patient 
via wire 12. The return electrode is preferably in the form of a split pad which is 
adhesively attached to the patient's skin. 

The area of the return electrode that adheres to the patient is important since it 
affects the current density of the signal that heats the tissue. The smaller the contact area 
of the return electrode with the patient's tissue, the greater the current density and the 
greater and more concentrated is the heating of tissue. Conversely, the greater the contact 
area of the return electrode, the smaller the current density and the less heating of the 
tissue. Obviously, the greater the heating of the tissue, the greater the probability of 
burning the tissue. 

Figure 2 illustrates a conventional return electrode that is split to enable the 
impedance to be measured between the two halves. The impedance measurement 
provides an indication of how well the return electrode is adhered to the patient since 
there is a direct relationship between the impedance and the area of patient contact. If the 
electrode is partially peeled from the patient, the impedance increases. This is because 



8 



each portion, e.g. square centimeter, of the electrode pad that touches the patient has a 
resistance of its own. All of these resistances are in parallel, and the resultant equivalent 
resistance is smaller than any of the individual elements. If any of these parallel resistances 
are removed because of peeling, the equivalent resistance increases slightly. Return 
Electrode Contact Quality Monitors (RECQMs) utilize an AC signal between the two 
electrode halves to measure impedance between them. The diagram of Figure 2 
schematically depicts this function of the RECQM. 

If the total current passed through the return electrode is increased or the current 
duty cycle, defined by the percentage of time the generator is on and the current is applied, 
is increased, heating under the electrode will increase. 

The heating factor of the tissue is a measure of how much heat is dissipated in the 
tissue. The following equation provides the heating factor: 

Heating Factor - I 2 ton 

where I equals the current in milliamps, and ton equals the time the RF generator is 
on in seconds. 

Thus, the heating factor can be defined as the square of a given current passed through the 
return electrode attached to a patient multiplied by the time the current is applied. As is 
apparent from the equation, if either the current is increased or the on time is increased, 
the amount of heat dissipated in the tissue, and thus the chances of patient burn, are 
increased. 

The foregoing heat factor equation assumes that the area attached to the patient is 
unchanged. However, as a practical matter, that area can change as a portion of the return 
electrode can become detached from the patient. To accommodate for changed surface 



contact area of the return electrode, a constant Kh is added to the equation where Kh >= 1. 
This can be modeled by the following equation: 

Heating Factor = Kh I 2 ton 
where Kh = 1 when the return electrode is folly adhered, and Kh>l if the return electrode is 
not fully adhered. 

Therefore, as is apparent from the equation, if the surface contact area of the 
return electrode decreases, since Kh will be greater than 1, the heating factor will increase. 
As the surface area decreases, as explained above, the current density increases and the 
amount of heating for a given output current also increases. 

Another factor affecting dissipation of heat in the tissue is the time period the RF 
energy is applied. The patient's body has the ability to remove heat from the area under 
the return electrode by the blood flow in the capillaries, small arteries and small veins. 
The more time between the applications of RF energy, the greater the heat removal 
because the body will have more time to naturally remove the heat. This ability to remove 
heat over a period of time can be modeled by the following equation: 

Cooling factor = Kc Us 

where Kc is a cooling constant dependent on the patient and W is the time in 
seconds that the RF energy is off. 

During electrosurgery, the RF generator goes on and off many times. The 
conventional Return Electrode Contact Quality Monitor (RECQM) determines if the 
return electrode is attached to the patient by measuring the impedance . However, if a 
high current or a high duty cycle is utilized, a burn can still occur because the body may 
not be able to remove the heat fast enough. 
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The present disclosure not only measures the current delivered and the time period 
the current is delivered, but calculates and compares the heating and cooling factors in 
order to measure the probability of a patient burn. 

More particularly, and with reference to Figure 2, the electrosurgical generator 
includes a microprocessor 26, an adjustable power supply 22, such as a high voltage 
supply, for producing RF current, and an RF output stage 24 electrically connected to the 
power supply 22 for generating an output voltage and output current for transmission to 
the instrument 11. The power supply is adjusted by controller 25 dependent on the 
calculated probability of patient burn which is described in detail below. 

The microprocessor 26 has a plurality of input ports. One input port is in electrical 
communication with the output current sensor 28 which measures the output current of 
the RF output stage 24 being transmitted to the patient. The second input port is 
electrically connected to the current turn on time calculator 30. During the surgical 
procedure, the generator is activated at set or varying time intervals, with intermittent shut 
down time intervals to allow the tissue to naturally cool as the patient's blood flow 
dissipates heat. The calculator 30 determines the amount of the time the current is being 
supplied and transmits a signal representative of this calculated time to the microprocessor 
26. The current turn off time calculator 32 sends a signal to the microprocessor 26 via 
one of its input ports representative of the time the RF output current has been turned off. 

An algorithm in the microprocessor 26, described in more detail below, processes 
the signals from the current sensor 28 and the time calculators 30 and 32 in the calculation 
of the probability of patient burn. The output port of the microprocessor 26 is in electrical 
communication with comparator 34. The calculation of microprocessor 26 is compared to 
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threshold values supplied to or present in the comparator 34, and if these values are 
exceeded, an alarm signal is sent to generate an alarm as a warning to the user. If the 
threshold values are exceeded, the comparator 34 also sends a power adjustment signal to 
the controller 25 which signals the power supply 22 to either adjust, e.g. reduce the RF 
output current, or shut off the power supply 22 to terminate the supply of current, 
dependent on the amount the threshold is exceeded. 

An impedance sensor 40 forms part of the return electrode circuit. The sensor 40 
measures the impedance between the split pads 41,42 of the return electrode pad 44 to 
determine the degree of adherence of the electrode pad 44. That is, if a portion of the 
electrode pad 44 becomes detached from the patient, the impedance will increase. The 
sensor 40 transmits a signal indicative of the measured impedance to an input port of the 
microprocessor 26. The microprocessor algorithm factors in the impedance measurement 
in the manner described below. 

Turning now to Figure 3, the algorithm for calculating the probability of patient 
burn (hereinafter "PPB") and the system for adjusting the RF output current is illustrated 
in flow diagram. As shown, output of the RF current is measured and squared, 
represented by I 2 'in milliamps. The time the RF current is being applied (to»), measured in 
seconds, is multiplied by the squared current, the formula being represented by I 2 U to 
yield a first value. 

As discussed above, the impedance sensor 40 measures the impedance at the 
return electrode which is indicative of the degree of adherence of the return electrode to 
the patient to thereby provide an adherence constant Kj,. This adherence constant is 
multiplied by I 2 ton to calculate the heating factor. Thus, the heating factor is calculated by 
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the algorithm I t™ wherein Kj, is the adherence constant and K = 1 when the return 
electrode is folly adhered to the patient and K>1 if the electrode is not folly adhered. 

The cooling factor is calculated by the measured time the current is not being 
applied. More specifically, the time off in seconds of the output current (to ff ) is calculated, 
and multiplied by the cooling constant Kc to calculate the cooling factor as 
Kc toff- The cooling constant Kc takes into account that the blood flow in the capillaries, 
small arteries and veins of the patient cools the tissue over time. For example, assuming 
tissue normally cools at 1 degree per minute, since there is some variation, the cooling 
constant could be conservatively selected as X A degree per minute. Other constants could 
be selected depending on the tissue cooling time. 

With continued reference to the flow diagram of Fig 3, the cooling factor is 
subtracted from the heating factor by the microprocessor to determine a value (a 
"difference value") representative of the probability of patient burn. ("PPB"). After this 
calculation in the microprocessor, the microprocessor 26 sends a signal to the comparator 
34 representative of the difference value (see also Fig. 2), where the difference value is 
compared to a first threshold value. If the difference value is less than or equal to the first 
threshold value, a signal sent to the controller and in turn to the power supply maintains 
the RF output current. That is, if the difference value is less than or equal to the threshold 
value, this indicates that the differential between the cooling factor and heating factor is 
relatively low, indicating a low probability of patient burn, and no adjustments need to be 
made. 

On the other hand, if the difference value exceeds the first threshold value, the 
value is then compared by the comparator 34 to a second threshold (predetermined) value. 
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The second threshold value is preset to correspond to the situation where a patient burn is 
highly likely and the RF current through the tissue needs to be terminated. If the 
difference value exceeds the second threshold value, this indicates that the heating factor is 
too high relative to the cooling factor. The comparator 34 will transmit a second signal to 
the controller 25. The controller 25 will process this signal and generate a shut off signal 
to the power supply 22 to shut off the RF current. This shut off will allow the body time 
to dissipate the heat and cool the tissue. However, if the difference value exceeds the first 

threshold value, but does not exceed the second threshold value, this means that although 
the heating factor is relatively high and the probability of patient burn likely at the current 
power levels it is not high enough that a shut down is mandated. Instead, the output level 
needs to be reduced. In this circumstance, the comparator 34 will transmit a third signal 
to the controller 25 indicative of the high PPB value. The controller 25 in turn will 
transmit a signal to the power supply 22 (see Fig. 2) to reduce the output power to 
thereby reduce the output current by a preset amount. Thus, the system remains on, but at 
reduced current levels, to reduce the heating affect on the tissue. As is apparent, by 
reducing the current output, the heating factor will be reduced since the heating factor is 
calculated in part by the square of the current. By reducing the heating factor, the 
differential between the heating factor and cooling factor is reduced, thus reducing the 
value of the probability of patient burn. The PPB is preferably continuously calculated in 
this manner throughout the surgical procedure in order to continuously monitor and 
control the heating of tissue. 

As indicated in Figs 2 and 3, if the probability of patient bum exceeds the first 
threshold value an alarm signal is sent to alarm 27 to generate an alarm. The alarm can be 



14 



in the form of a visual indicator, and audible indicator or both. Additionally, a visual 
and/or audible alarm can be sounded if the PPB exceeds the second threshold value 
indicating shut off of the power supply. 

In summary, the following formulas explain the responses to PPB values: 

If first threshold value< difference value and second threshold value<difference 
value, then shut offRF output current; 

If first threshold value<difference value<second threshold value, then adjust RF 
current supply; and 

If first threshold value>difference value, then maintain RF output current. 

It is also contemplated that if the difference value falls between the first threshold 
value and the second threshold value, rather than reducing the power, the duty cycle can 
be reduced. This can be accompanied by an audible or visible indicator. The duty cycle 
reduction could also alternately be the first response if the PPB exceeds a first threshold 
followed by a reduction in power if the first threshold is further exceeded. 

Both threshold values are predetermined based on the probability of patient burn 
so the overheating of tissue can be timely detected and the electrosurgical generator 
adjusted accordingly. Using current values as part of the heating factor calculation is 
believed to increase the accuracy of the PPB determination since current values are 
believed to actually cause the heating of the tissue. 

In an alternate embodiment, the method includes the additional step of deteimining 
the size of the return electrode to be utilized, e.g. adult, infant, neonate, and adjusting the 
heating and cooling constants accordingly. The user could inform the generator of the 
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size being used or alternatively the size can be automatically sensed by the generator based 
on the differences in the return electrode connector. 

While the above description contain many specifics, those specifics should not be 
construed as limitations on the scope of the disclosure, but merely as exemplifications of 
preferred embodiments thereof. These skilled in the art will envision many other possible 
variations that are within the scope and spirit of the disclosure as defined by the claims 
appended hereto. 
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WHAT IS CLAIMED IS: 



1 . A method for determining the probability of a patient burn under a return electrode in 
a monopolar electrosurgical system comprising: 

calculating a heating factor adjacent the return electrode utilizing a first algorithm; 

calculating a cooling factor adjacent the return electrode utilizing a second 
algorithm; 

subtracting the calculated cooling factor from the calculated heating factor tcr~~ 
obtain a difference value; 

comparing the difference value to a threshold value; and 

adjusting the power dependent on the relationship of the difference value to the 
threshold value. 

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the step of calculating the cooling factor comprises 
the steps of calculatingthe off time of the output current to obtain an off time value 
and multiplying the off time value by a first constant indicative by the body's ability to 
remove heat. 

3 . The method of claim2, wherein the step of calculating the heating factor comprises 
the steps of multiplying the square of the output current by a second constant 
indicative of the measured impedance at the return electrode. 
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4. 



The method of claim 3, wherein the second constant is representative of the adherence 
of the return electrode to the patient. 



5. The method of claim 1, wherein the step of calculating the heating factor further 
comprises the steps of measuring the output current to obtain a first value and 
squaring the first valuetb obtain a squared current value. 

6. The method of claim 5, wherein the step of calculating the heating factor further 
comprises the steps ofcalculating the on time of the output current to obtain an on 
time value and multiplying the on time value by the squared current value to obtain a 
second value. 

The method of claim 6, wherein the step of calculating the heating factor further 
comprises the step oftaeasuring the impedance at the return electrode and multiplying 
the impedance value by the second value. 

8. The method of claim 1, further comprising the step of generating an alarm if the 
difference value exceecfcthe threshold value. 

9. The method of claim 1, wherein the step of adjusting the power includes the step of 
shutting off the power if the difference value exceeds a predetermined value and 
lowering the power if the difference value is below the predetermined value. 
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10. The method of claim 9, further comprising the step of generating an alarm if the 
difference value exceeds the threshold value. 

1 1. A method for detennining the probability of a patient burn in a monopolar 
electrosurgical system comprising: 

calculating a heating factor adjacent the return electrode utilizing a first algorithm; 
calculating a cooling factor adjacent the return electrode utilizing a second 
algorithm; 

subtracting the calculated cooling factor from the calculated heating factor to 
obtain a difference value; 

comparing the second value to a threshold value; and 

generating a warning signal if the difference value exceeds the threshold value. 

12. The method of claim 1 1, wherein the step of calculating the heating factor includes 
the step of multiplying a current value by a constant indicative of the measured 
impedance at the return electrode. 

13. The method of claim 12, wherein the current value is obtained by squaring the 
measured output current. 

14. The method of claim 1 1, wherein the first algorithm includes multiplying a current 
value by the on time ofthe output current. 
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15. The method of claim 14, wherein the first algorithm includes multiplying the off time 
of the output current byji constant indicative of the ability of the body to remove heat. 

16. An electrosurgical generator for use in a monopolar electrosurgical system having an 
eiectrosurgical tool for treating tissue, a return electrode, and an impedance sensor in 
electrical communication with the return electrode to measure impedance of the return 
electrode, the electrosurgical generator comprising: 

a current sensor for measuring the output current delivered by the generator; 

a microprocessor electrically connected to the current sensor and the impedance 
sensor for calculating the heating factor and cooling factor under the return electrode, the 
calculation of the heating factor being based at least in part on the measured output 
current; and 

a controller electrically connected to the microprocessor for adjusting the power 
supply of the generator in response to the relationship of the calculated heating and 
cooling factors. 

17. The generator of claim 16, wherein the microprocessor includes a first algorithm for 
calculating the heating factor and a second algorithm for calculating the cooling factor. 

18. The generator of claim 17, wherein the first algorithm is defined as 

Kc I ton 
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wherein Kc is the constant representative of the measured impedance in Ohms of 
the return electrode, I is the square of the output current in milliamps and ton is the 
time in seconds that the output current is delivered. 



19. The generator of claim 18, wherein the second algorithm is defined as 
Khtoff 

wherein is the constant representative of the time it takes for the body to cool down 
in degrees per minute and W is the time in seconds that the output current is not being 
delivered. 

20. The generator of claim 18, wherein the measured impedance is indicative of the 
degree of adherence tolhe^patient of the return electrode. 

21 . The electrosurgical generator of claim 16, wherein the microprocessor includes an 
algorithm for subtracting the cooling factorfrom the heating factor to calculate a 
difference value, and the generator further comprises a comparator electrically 
connected to the microprocessor for comparing the difference value to a threshold 
value, the comparator being electrically connected to the controller to generate a first 
signal indicative of the relationship of the difference value and the predetermined 
value. 
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22. The electrosurgical generator of claim 21, further comprising an alarm electrically 
connected to the comparator for generating a warning signal if the difference value 
exceeds the threshold value by a predetermined amount. 



23 . The electrosurgical generator of claim 22, wherein the controller generates a shut off 
signal to terminate power if the differencevalue exceeds a predetermined value, the 
predetermined value being greater than the threshold value. 



24. The electrosurgical generator of claim 23, wherein the controller generates a second 
signal to reduce the power if the difference value exceeds the threshold value but does 
not exceed the predetermined value. 
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ABSTRACT 

The present disclosure provides a method for determining the probability of a patient burn 
under a return electrode in a monopolar electrosurgical system comprising calculating a 
heating factor adjacent the return electrode utilizing a first algorithm, 
calculating a cooling factor adjacent the return electrode utilizing a second algorithm, 
subtracting the calculated cooling factor from the calculated heating factor to obtain a 
difference value, comparing the difference value to a threshold value, and adjusting the 
power dependent on the relationship of the difference value to the threshold value. 
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COMBINED DECLARATION AND POWER OF ATTORNEY 



(ORIGINAL, DESIGN, NATIONAL STAGE OF PCT, SUPPLEMENTAL, DIVISIONAL, 

CONTINUATION OR CIP) 



As a below named inventor, I hereby declare that: 

TYPE OF DECLARATION 
This declaration is of the following type: (check one) 

X] original 
] design 

check one, if applicable) 
] national stage of PCT 
] supplemental 

] divisional 
] continuation 
] continuation-in-part (CIP) 

INVENTORSHIP IDENTIFICATION 

My residence, post office address and citizenship are as stated below next to 
my name. I believe I am the original, first and sole inventor (if only one 
name is listed below) or an original, first and joint inventor (if plural 
names are listed below) of the subject matter which is claimed and for which 
a patent is sought on the invention entitled: 

TITLE OF INVENTION 

ELECTROSURGICAL RETURN ELECTRODE MONITOR 



SPECIFICATION IDENTIFICATION 

the specification of which: (complete (a), (b) or (c) ) 

(a) [x] is attached hereto. 

(b) [ ] was filed on as [X ] Serial No. . 

or [ ] Express Mail No., as Serial No. not yet known^ 

and was amended (if applicable) . 

(c) [ ] was described and claimed in PCT International Application 

No. t filed on and as 

amended under PCT Article 19 on (if any) . 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF REVIEW OF PAPERS AND DUTY OF CANDOR 

I hereby state that I have reviewed and understand the contents of the 
above identified specification, including the claims, as amended by any amendment 
referred to above . 

I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to the 
examination of this application in accordance with Title 37, Code of Federal 
Regulations §1.56 (a) . 
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FOREIGN PRIORITY CLAIM 

[ ] I hereby claim foreign priority benefits under Title 35, U.S.C. §119 of 
any foreign application (s) for patent or inventor's certificate or of any PCT 
international application (s) designating at least one country other than the 
United States of America listed below and have also identified below any 
foreign application (s) for patent or inventor's certificate or any PCT 
international application (s) designating at least one country other than the 
United States of America filed by me on the same subject matter having a 
filing date before that of the application (s) of which priority is claimed. 

(complete (d) or (e) ) 

(d) [X] no such applications have been filed. 

(e) [ ] such applications have been filed as follows 

EARLIEST FOREIGN APPLICATIONS (S) , IF ANY FILED WITHIN 12 MONTHS 
(6 MONTHS FOR DESIGN) PRIOR TO THIS U.S. APPLICATION 



COUNTRY APPLICATION NO. DATE OF FILING PRIORITY CLAIMED 

(month, day, year) UNDER 35 USC 119 





r i 


YES 


[ ] 


NO 




r i 


YES 


[ ] 


NO 



ALL FOREIGN APPLICATION (S ) , IF ANY FILED MORE THAN 12 MONTHS 
(6 MONTHS FOR DESIGN) PRIOR TO THIS U.S. APPLICATION 




CLAIM FOR BENEFIT OF EARLIER U.S. /PCT APPLICATION (S ) UNDER 35 U.S.C. 5120 



^ [ ] I hereby claim the benefit under Title 35, United States Code §120 of any 

s United States application (s) or PCT international application (s) designating the 

Q United States of America that are listed below and, insofar as the subject matter of 

1^1 each ^ of the claims of this application is not disclosed in those prior 

r. 8 application (s) in the manner provided by the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. §120, I 

acknowledge the duty to disclose material information as defined in 3 7 C.F.R. 

§1.56 (a) which occurred between the filing date of the prior application (s) and the 
yj national or PCT international filing date of this application. 

Prior U.S. Application (s) or PCT International Application (s) Designating the U S 
For Benefit Under 35 U.S.C. §120. 

U.S. APPLICATIONS 

Serial No. Filing Date Status 

(issued, pending 
or abandoned) 



PCT APPLICATIONS DESIGNATING THE U.S. 

PCT Application No. PCT filing date U.S. Status 

Serial (patented, 
Nos. assigned pending, 
(if any) abandoned) 
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POWER OF ATTORNEY 

As a named inventor, I hereby appoint the following attorney (s) and/or agent (s) to 
prosecute this application and transact all business in the Patent and Trademark 
Office connected therewith. (List name and registration number) 

JOHN C. ANDRES, Reg. No. 30,931; NEIL D. GERSHON, Reg. No. 32,225; BASAM E. NABULSI, 
Reg. No. 31,645; MARK FARBER, Reg. No. 34,159; and CAROLYN H. BLANKENSHIP, Reg. No. 
35,449; each of them of United States Surgical Corporation, 150 Glover Avenue, 
Norwalk, Connecticut 06856. 

PETER G. DILWORTH, Reg. No. 26,450; ROCCO S. BARRESE, Reg. No. 25,253; DAVID M. 
CARTER, Reg. No. 3 0,949; PAUL J. FARRELL, Reg. No. 33,494; PETER DELUCA, Reg. 
32,978; ADRIAN T. CALDERONE, Reg. No. 31, 746; GEORGE M. KAPLAN, Reg. No. 28,375; 
JEFFREY S. STEEN, Reg. No. 32,063; JOSEPH W. SCHMIDT, Reg. No. 36,920; RAYMOND E. 
FARRELL, Reg. No. 34,816; RUSSELL R. KASSNER, Reg. No. 36,183; FRANK CHAU, Reg. No. 
34,136; CHRISTOPHER G. TRAINOR, Reg. No. 39,517; GEORGE LIKOUREZOS, Reg. No. 40,067; 
JAMES M. LOEFFLER, Reg. No. 37,873; WILLIAM E. LEWIS, Reg. No. 39,274, JOHN G. 
TUTUNJIAN, Reg. No. 39,405; JAMES J. BITETTO, Reg. No. 40,513; and MARK S. LEONARDO, 
Reg. No. 41,433, each of them of DILWORTH & BARRESE, 333 Earle Ovington Boulevard, 
Uniondale, New York 11553. 



Send Correspondence to 



Neil D. Gershon, Esq. 

United States Surgical Corporation 

150 Glover Avenue 

Norwalk, Connecticut 06856 



Direct Telephone Calls To: 
(Name and telephone number) 

Neil D. Gershon, Esq. 
(203) 845-1480 



DECLARATION 

I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that 
all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further 
that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and 
the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both under Section 1001 of 
Title 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false statements may 
jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. 
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Full name of sole or first inventor Jeffre 1 
Inventor's signature 
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Residence Broomfield, CO 
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134 E. 14 th Ct., Broomfield, CO 80020 
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